
accepted or rejected, and about 100 AA'ere still under considera¬
tion. This seems a fairly large proportion of "unfinished busi¬
ness."

Where does the fault lie? The active work of the Coun¬
cil had, at the date mentioned, extended over about tAvo
and a half years, so that the disposition of the products sub¬
mitted had proceeded at the rate of about 250 articles a year.
The Council could easily have acted on tAvice this number and
Avould not have hesitated to give this time if by so doing it
could have "cleaned up" all the articles under consideration. As
a matter of fact, however, the hundred unclassified products
have required fully as much time for their proper consideraton
as the six hundred Avhich Avere classified. This time has been

given ; and as much more time as AA-as needed could and Avould
haA'e been given if this alone Avould haA'e produced the desired
result.
A product which plainly and fully complies Avith the rules

can be and almost ahvays is, accepted Avithin a month after
it is submitted—surely not a very serious delay. On the other
hand, some products have been under consideration for a year,
and even longer, but in eA'ery case positive final action has been
delayed to give the manufacturers an opportunity to remove con¬

flicts Avith the rules or to submit evidence to substantiate
claims AA'hich appeared extravagant or untrue. EA'ery delay is
referable to one or both of these tAvo causes. In vieAV of this,
it is ungracious, to use no harsher term, for manufacturers to

complain of these delays. There is but one Avay of avoiding such

delays, and that is by adhering to the simple policy of definitely
refusing every product Avhich infringed Avith the rules, or AA'hich
was not backed by adequate evidence. The Council Avould be
more than satisfied to adopt this policy, for it could thus clear
its docket within íavo weeks, and save itself over half of its
labors and perplexities. The persons, hoAvever, who AAOuld be
the first to protest against this elimination of delay are the
very ones who noAV pose as martyrs of such delays—the manu¬

facturers.
So far as the practitioner is concerned, he may feel assured

that any delays are for good cause, and that he is amply
justified in suspecting eA'ery proprietary product until it has
been accepted by the Council. For the probability is that very
few of the hundred will be finally accepted.

(To be continued.)

The Danger of Self-Prescribing.
The Ohio State Medical Journal quotes the folloAving edi-

itorial from the Ohio State Journal of Columbus, as an "en¬
couraging sign of the times and an evidence that the leaven is
AA'orking in the minds of thinking people."

SOMEWHAT CRIMINAL.

Practicing medicine is a pretty dangerous thing for the pa¬
tient, if the man doesn't knoAV anything about the science, and
sometimes it is rather dangerous for the alleged practitioner
himself, as was the case Avith a felloAv out in Massachusetts
who sold a person íavo bottles of "catarrh cures" that con¬

tained cocain. The catarrh curist Avas arrested, fined $50 and
put in jail—a practical lesson to all who have no business to
deal in medicine.

Then, there Avas that woman, mentioned in the papers the
other day, who gave the little girl attending her daughter's
party some of her headache medicine, and then put the child
to bed to sleep it off. The child went to sleep and never

wakened again. . . .

Sometimes these little medicine adventures do not result
fatally. But most of them, if ignorantly taken, manage to get
around among the organs someAvhere and do more or less dam¬
age. It is about as bad to deal haphazard AA'ith poAverful cures
as it is to go meandering about a magazine Avith a lighted can¬

dle.
The commentator Avisely says: "In time we hope that our

daily papers will be bold enough to actually name the specific
'catarrh cures' Avhich contain cocain and the headache tablets

Avhich kill the unwary. In the meantime, such articles as these
will help to educate the people and to crystallize public
opinion."

The last year has shoAvn a gratifying change in the attitude
of many lay journals. We hope that in time the major¬
ity of editors and publishers may realize that they have
a public function to perform, and that it is their duty to lead
in all movements to protect the public health rather than to
exploit the public to their OAvn adA-antage by opening their
columns to the adA'ertisements of dangerous or fraudulent
preparations.

"Straus Milk" Not "Dirty Milk."
New York, May 5, 1908.

To the Editor:\p=m-\Thevaluable article on "The American
Association of Medical Milk Commissions" by Dr. Otto P.
Geier, in The Journal, May 2, 1908, contains statements con-
cerning certain conditions about which Dr. Geier has appar-
ently been misinformed. He refers to the milk distributed
from the milk depots established by Mr. Nathan Straus in
New York City as being "dirty milk," also as "milk from an
unknown source and of unknown quality." Dr. Geier is ap-
parently not aware of the fact that the Straus milk depots of
New York City have used milk certified by the Milk Commis-
sion of the Medical Society of the County of New York; that
the farms on which it is produced are regularly inspected by
the inspector of the commission, and that this milk is chem-
ically and bacteriologically examined in the laboratories of
the department of health of this city.

By giving this statement the same publicity that you have
gh'en Dr. Geier's article you will be simply securing fair play
for Mr. Straus, who has, I believe, done a very important
work at a time when no one else was willing to do it, and has
exerted a material influence in the great reduction in infant
mortality which has taken place in this city.

Rowland G. Freeman, M.D.,
Secretary of the Milk Commission.

Free Dental Services for the Poor.
New York City, April 25, 1908.

To the Editor:\p=m-\InFebruary, 1907, the Children's Aid Soci-
ety consented to furnish a room in one of its industrial schools
for the purpose of establishing a free clinic where dental serv-
ices could be obtained by the needy poor. A few dentists, who
were interested in furthering this service for those unable to
pay for it, agreed to give their time and to persuade others to
join in the work, if the Children's Aid Society would equip
the room and buy the necessary material. This has been done,
and a staff of about forty dentists has been organized, who
serve without pay. Two or three members of this staff are
on duty every afternoon except Saturday and Sunday.

The room equipped for this purpose is in a school where
about 500 children are taught at 552 West Fifty-third Street.
The needs of the pupils here have been so great that they have
formed a great majority of patients for the institution thus
far, though it is open to the general public.

The service has been divided into classes. The older and
more experienced members are knoAvn as consulting dentists,
the middle aged as visiting dentists, and the younger men as

attending dentists; the arrangements being such that there,
is ahvays an older and more experienced man present with
the younger one.

The original stimulus for this clinic came about through the
researches of the NeAv York committee of physical welfare of
school children. The investigations of this committee seemed
to shoAv that betAveen 75 and 90 per cent, of the public school
children of NeAv York City had diseased teeth. The record
of examinations conducted thus far at this clinic proves these
figures correct. The record of the first ten months up to Jan.
1, 1908, shoAvs that 555 children have been examined; 2,302
cavities have been found in permanent teeth; 370 cavities haA'e
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